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For Zion’s sake will IT not hold my Peace, and tor Jerusalem's sake | will not rest 
until the Righteousness thereof go forth as brightness and the Salvation thereof as a 


Lamp that Burneth.—Isatah Ix: 1. 


TRUST THE HOLY SPIRIT. 

“DT helicve in the Holy Ghost, The Lord and 
Giver of Life, Who proceedeth from the Father 
and the Son; Who with the Father and the So 
tosether is worshipped and glorified; Who 
spoke by the prophets; and T heliewe one Cathe: 
lic and Apostolic Church.” 


of confidence and hope among us and the driy 


lor the imere tise 


ing away oof fear and despondeney may “the 
Giver of every good and perfect gift? at Pen 
etcost bestow upon us a profounder trust and 
Holy Ghost. not 


only as the Guide of the individual Christian 


tostronger reliance upon the 


but of the whole multitude of Christian belies 
ers throughout the world. Tow else can we 
entertain any reasonable lrope that our Lord’s 
words as the Good Shepherd willtever be ful 
filled: "Other sheep To have which are not of 
this fold. them also Tamust bring and they shall 
hear My voice and there shall be one fold) and 
one shepherd? Tt is not enough to believe 
that the Holy Spirit presides over the one fold 
of the one shepherd, Tle iniust in some measure 
pre side over the destinies of the “other shee pe 
otherwise how will it} be possible for them to 
hear and obey the voice of the Son of God eall 
ing them into the unity of that one fold) over 
which Peter 


shepherd? 


rules as supreme and universal 


PIE HOLY GHOST FIRST INSPIRES MEN TO PRAY, 
PHEN TO ACT. 

During the past two generations ao tide of 

soul of the 


Chureh oon earth to the throne of God in heaven 


petitions has welled up) from the 


for the fulfilment of our Lords prayer, that 
Liis disciples might all be ones such as for vol 


toe and: intensity has probably never been 
equalled before in the history of Cliristianitw. Tt 
is the Pholy Ghost, Who inspires us to pray. 
and this aniversal preparation of prayer is the 
certain forerunner of spiritual action, that what 
Hols Ghost in the 


hearts of Churistion believers maw an the fulness 


has hoon concerned of the 


of time be brought forth as material visible and 
actual unity. 
PH VASENESS AND COMPELESEPY OF THT 
PROBLEM. 
But the plans of the 
too vast aseale to be grasped and comprehended 


in their details Dy nian’s finite intellect “My 


Almighty are drawn on 


thoughts are not vou thoughts, neither are 
vour Ways My ways. saith the Lord. For as 
the heavens are higher than the earth, so are 
hhicche r than vour ow Vs. and My 
thoughts than vour thomeht. (Isaiah EVs, 
OM). At the present time the Citw of New York 


is building an extension to its alrescdy inmimierse 


Myo ways 


svstem of water works that transeends in size, 


it is claimed, any similar enterprise in the world. 
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Billions of gallons of water are to be brought 
all the way from the Catskill Mountains, a han 
dred miles distant, into the heart of Greater 
New York crossing the Hudson a thousand feet 
beneath the river’s bed and passing through 
subterranean courses burrowed under the gran 
ite base of hills and mountains and blasted: out 
of the solid reck.  Hlad the work of construe 
tion been started at only one end and a thous 
and men employed, hundreds of years would 
he required to complete the acqueduet, but ine 
stend of this the work is going on at a hundred 
points along: the entire course day and night 
allatoonee.  ‘Phus we are given an illustration 
of how God the Holy Ghost is working at the 
present time to bring about the reunion of a 
sadly divided Christendom. No one man, and 
no one body of Christians, is big enough to as- 
stane The execution of the entire contract, but 
over_the whole Christian world the wisdom, the 
love and the power of an infinite: Intelligence is 


letting and sub letting the contract as Tle will. 
THE ANGLICAN TASK. 


As members of the Anglican body we un 
doubtedly have a very important part to play 
in the unifieation of Christendom: and our ehief 
concern should be to execute successfully the 
work assigned to us by Divine Providence. Now 
it is generally conceded that the problem of 
Church Unity from the standpoint of the An 
glican Chureh involves three diverse and dif 
ficult: propositions, viz: (a) reconciliation with 
our ancient Mother. the Chureh of Rome: (b) 
the establishment of intercommunion with the 
Orthodox Churches of the East. whose separa 
tion from England and the rest of the West 
dates back to the eleventh century: and (e) a 
return of. the seattered progeny of the Refor 
mation te the Apostolic fellowship, so that) the 
Lutherans, Presbyterians, Baptists, Congrega- 
tionalists, Methodists and the others who went 
out from Rome or later from the Chureh of 
England shall be drawn again into Catholic 
communion, Nor is this mere theory or speeu- 
lation for we find these three tendencies to- 


wards union actively manifesting themselves in 


ithe Anglican body at the present hour ; the first 
| toward Rome: a second toward the East and a 
third toward the Protestant sects, and it is the 
| stress and the friction between these three dis 
tinct movements, which has produced the pre 
| sent state of unrest throughout the Anglican 
| Communion and more particularly in the Epis 
}copal Church in’ America. 
THE SHANGHAL CONFERENCE AND CANON 19 
AD preponderating sentiment of charity to 
wards our Protestant brethren and a too hasty 
veal to be united with them eventuated over a 
year ago in the participation of our Anglican 
J inissionaries ino the Shanghai Conference and 
at the Richmond General Convention last October 
in the pernicious amendment of Canon 19. ‘Phe 
result has been such dismay, discouragement and 
discontent among Anglo-Catholies that an exodus 
to Rome of priests and laymen has been precipi 
tated such as has not been in America since the 
second decade of the Oxford Movement. This 
is indeed a costly sacrifice which the Episcopal 
Chureh is being called upon to pay as an atone 
ment for her too great readiness to make com 
promising terms of peace with Protestant Chris 
tianity. But while we are prepared to admit so 
much owe do not think that the Episcopal 
Church in’ American or the Anglican Chureh at 
large has gone nearly as far towards an un 
Catholic alliance: with the non-Episcopal de 
hominations as more than onee the Catholic 
Church did) with the disciples of Arius in the 
fourth and. fifth centuries. When simultane 
ously at the Councils of Ariminum and Seleu 
cin the bishops of the West and the East signed 
the semi-Arian formula of the emperor, “ey 
entually.” says Father Luke Rivington, “scare: 


Ivo more than cighteen or nineteen bishops in 


| Christendom remained uncompromised, — Tt was 


| then that, in the language of St. Jerome, ‘the 


| world found jtself Arian, and groaned Th 
Faith had suffered an eclipse in the Episcopal 
body.” Yet the day was not lost. ‘It fell te 
the lot of one man to stand in the breach and 
j that man owas Liberius. The aged Pontiff had 
lonee said to the emperor, in his memorable in 
| terview with his Majesty at Milan, ‘If I am 
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alone the faith will not fail’ (The Primitive 


Church and the See of Peter, p. 189.) 


The Anglican Church has as vet nowhere in | 


Christendom made terms. of communion with 
Christian bodies not having an episcopally or- 
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or the Evangelical Seets of the Occident? Our 
trust in the Holy Spirit should suffice to keep 
far the fear of either calamity from our hearts. 

An unfaithful Ttalian priest said to us a while 


| sinee, Phe Roman Catholic Chureh in Ttaly is 


dained ministry, nor have we reached the end 


of the struggle over the “open pulpit’ question. | 


The paralysis of amazement and despair, which | 


seemed at first to render the Catholic portion | 


of the Church incapable of any determined re- | 


sistance to the Protestant interpretation to Can- 


on 19, has given place of late to a new spirit of 


earnest contention for the Catholie faith and | 


the honor of the Church which wherever it has 
manifested itself in the history of the age-long 
conflict: between the Church and her enemies 
has ended in the triumph of the Bride of Christ. 


“LO, DAM WITH YOU ALWAYS.” 
Bearing in mind then the Chureh Unity mis 
sion of the Anglican Church let us save our- 


selves from panic, or the paralysis of despair, | 


or the abandonment of hope, by saying to our- 
selves this Pentecost, “God sitteth above the wa 
ter-flood and God remaincth a King forever. 
He sitteth between the cherubim be the carth 
never so unquiet.” God the Holy Spirit) can 
he trusted to keep the balance between the An 
vlo-Roman, the Anglo-Eastern and the Aimglo- 
Protestant movements in’ the Anglican body 
and Te will not suffer the Anglican Chureh to 
apostatise from the Catholic faith for the sake 
of intercommunion with the Protestant sects, 
even though for the time being the tide of pop- 
thor sympathy runs strongly in that direction. 
If the Broad Chureh element were left) uncheeked 
and unrestrained they might) very conceivably 
bring this unhappy thing to pass: and for their 
part the Rastern reunionists might strike out the 


Filioque from the Nicene Creed for the sake of | 


communion with Constantinople and Moscow, 
were they allowed to have their own way. But 
in reality will either the confession of our faith 
in the Double Procession of the Holy Ghost, or 
the Apostolicity of the Anglican Chureh, after 
these many centuries be rejected for the sake 


of fellowship with the:schismaties of the Orient 


doomed.” Tle said) so because he himself had 
lost his own faith and fallen away. We know 
that the Roman Catholic Chureh will) endure 
unto the consummation of the ages because of 
what our Lord said to St. Peter. But the same 
Eternal Truth said to the Apostelic body, “Lo, 
Tam with you always, even unto the end of the 
world”; if then our faith is well grounded in 
the preservation of the Apostolic Succession in 
the Anglican Church, and we do not question 
that it iss we surely have a solid basis for our 
confidence that that great body of Anglican 
prelates from all parts of the world who are 
now assembling at Lambeth will never be wiped 
out of existence, The Lord is with them and 
they have their part to play and it will be no 
insignificant one in the fulfilment of His word, 
Which cannot) fail oc And) there shall be one 


fold and one She pherd.” 
THE ROMEWARD MOVEMENT. 


That the new Romeward Movement in’ the 
Anglican body, whieh has succeeded the Ox 
ford Movement, should inj a measure repeat its 
history and be attended by a considerable num 
ber of individual departures to Roiie, is we sup 
pose an inevitable concomitant. Bat if any of 
those who have gone from ous think that) the 
Anglican ship is immediately about to founder, 
or that the corporate movement toward the Holy 
Seo is “nipped in the bud.’ we Anglo-Romans, 
who remain just where we were, have mo such 
gloomy forebodings. What the distinguished 
English Dominican, Very Revo Vincent) Me 
Nabb. said recently in the Keclesiastical Re 
view of the Oxford Movement will, we believe. 
prove even more true of the Corporate Mov 
ment toward the Tloly See: STt was essen 
tially a movement. Beginning ino a common 


room, if moved the College: it moved the Uni 


| versitw: it moved the Kingdoms it) moved 


Christendom. And it) is) still moving. Noth 
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ine hills its few things can even delay it. Every 
weapon forged against it, ends by fighting its 
battles. and the 


laugh has turned against those who raised: the 


It has been put to ridicule, 
langh. Tt has been tilted against by episcopal 
charges: and it has won its way to the bench 
of bishops. Men have riscele up their minds te 
ignore its vet it has foreed itself upon Royal 
COMMISSIONS. Parliament as stepped in to 
control its and has had to step out. [ts priests 
and 


have been sent) ignominiously to prison: 


have come out stronger and more determined 
than before Its prime movers have gone over 
~The Church 
it loves is still Sreeling’ under their going-out: 
vet it . 


to the enemys vet it still moves. 


still moves.  Eppur si muove, 
of “the other 
shee po to the fold of Peter. itis the will of an 


Nothing can stop the return 


~ omnipotent God deelared by Jesus Christ, but 


there are too many millions of them to return 
as individuals, their return must be a corporate 
one and that return is bound to be burge lv, if 
through the Chureh, 


Romeward movement ine the An 


not onuunty, 
therefore the 


ylican bods 


Anglican 


must’ go oon and nothing earth 


born or hell born enn stop it. 


MULTUM IN| PARVO. 


A resolution. to i tl te the TPlouse of Bish 
Amendment to Canon 19 


until the meeting of the next General Convention 


(pbs to Suspend thy 
came within two votes of receiving the elerieal 
Diocese 
Had Dr. Win. Me 


tssistants 


endorsement of the Convention of the 
of Pennsvivania on Mow 6. 
thre 
voted for it) the 


been Ok in favor to 98 Opposed, 


Garvey smel tis heen present 


and ele rie al verte would have 


The tirst S.0000 trekets of ryenabe rship ter the 
Pan Angliean Congress were taken by April 3 
md another S.Q00 have becom issued. Phe Con 


eres Cypretis on Moneis, Varn 15. 


Dr. Morgan Dix, for forty six vears reetor 
of Trinity Charch, New York City, President 
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of the House of Deputies during the session of 
five General Conventions, President also of the 
Standing Committee of the Diocese of New York 
and "Chairman of a great host of organized 
good works.” passed from carth on April 29th, 


in his cighty-first vear. 


The vestry of Trinity parish on May 4th 
elected unanimously William “Phomas Manning, 
D. D.. assistant rector of Trinity parish and 
viear of St. Agnes chapel to suceeed Dr. Dix 
as rector of the wealthiest parochial organiza 
tion in America. 

According to the year book of 1907 the an 
nul income of “Trinity parish amounts toe up 
wards of eight hundred and fifty thousand dol 


lars, 


Dr. Madison €. 


said recently in a sermon: A large part of the 


Peters is reported to have 


vast estute of “Trinity are the worst tenements 
in New York, located in the Bighth Ward. While 
the tenement-houses in all seetions of the city 
have improved, "Prinity’s have grown worse.” 
We hope that Dr. Peters has overstated the case 
in his call for reform, but for the greater glory 
of God, the honor of Christianity and the good 
mone of "Prinity parish, Trinity Corporation 
undoubtedly ought to make themselves the ime 
del Christian and= philanthropie landlords of 
New York City. They ought to be the leaders 


and not the laggards in tenement-house reform. 


As farcas their names have been made public 
the following is a list of the clergy of the Amer 
ican Episcopal Church. who have recently be 
come Roman Catholics: Revs, Emory W. Hen 
hell, Bdward Hawkes. James Bourne, Henrys 
I. Yost. Jeanes Bo Tlashun., John oG. 
Archdeacon Russell J. Wilbur. 


wens. 


The Rev. William MeGarvey, D. D. and his 
three assistants, Revs. WoL. Hayward, William 
He. MeClellan, Maurice TL. Cowl, 
from the charge of St. Elizabeth's Chureh, Phil 
adelphia, on Sunday, May 10th. 


ane retired 


Reporting 
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the event the Catholic Standard and Times on 
May 9th SAYS: 


“These, with Rev. Mr. Bowles, late of Chicago: Rev. | 


N Cowan, who was formerly at St. Mark's, Canon bay 
ot Fond du Lac Cathedral, and Rev. Albert S Cooper 
(now oon his way home from China) will) retire, as 
Pi ther Hayward puts it, “to rest from religious unrest,’ 
to Rehoboth, Del, where they have secured a house not 
fe: from the Catholie Church. The Paulist Fathers 


moke this resort a summer heme for members of their | 


ower. Tt is probable that all these will eventually enter 
the Chureh” 


The Living Church of May 28, speaking 
editorially says: “Since the last General Con- 


vention eight of our clergy have formally re- 


nounced their orders with the intention of seek- | 


ing admission in’ the Roman Communion, or | 


had been received into that Communion with 
out first renouncing their ministry. Six others 
are reported to have done so, but at this writ- 
ing we lack positive knowledge of the accuracy 
ot the statement.  "P'wo others are reported to 
be out to do sow The evidence for these state- 
iments appears to be convineing. Thus we 
count sixteen active, or deposed priests in the 
movement. Tt is possible that the number af- 
fected may be somewhat greater. The Roman 
prpers have claimed nineteen actual and im 
pending converts, and recent press despatches 
from Philadelphia, whence most of such reports 
have preceded, place the number its high its 
fifty. But if the number of secessions due to 
this movement greatly exceeds the sixteen we 
hove already counted, we shall be much sur 
présed,” 

On April 28th the Rev. AL HE. Mathew was 
consecrated “Old Catholic’ bishop for Eng- 
land in the Church of St. Gertrude, Utreeht, 
Holland, by Archbishop Gul of Utreeht and 
Bishops Spit of Deventer, Van Thiel of Har- 
lem, and Demmel of Bonn. The English Church 
pepers state that seventeen” ex-Roman priests 
and sixteen laymen elected him as their Bishop. 

Our readers will remember various communi- 
cations and articles appearing in THe Lane 


from time to time signed, “Llandaff.” Tt may 
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he information to most of them to know that 
the Rev. AL LH. Mathew mentioned above is: the 
same person, claiming as he does to be de jure 
Rarl of Llandaff, although the British govern- 
ment, it would seem, does not recognize the le- 
vitimacy of his claim. Originally an Angli- 
can, later a Roman Catholic parish priest, he is 
seid to have lost his faith in the Catholie reli- 
gion altogether and to have become an avowed 
infidel, then he married, subsequently he pro- 
fessed to have recovered his complete faith as 
a Roman Catholie and. being received back to 
lay communion, tried to atone for his lapse by 
devoting himself to literary occupations as a 
Catholic apologist and translater. But for one 
who lea pose s from the Cathohe faith once it seems 
specially easy to lapse again. Looking over 
the back files of “The Lame above the signa- 
ture, Llandaff, Chelsfield, Kent, August, 1903, 
we find the following words about | Sehism: 
(Schisma) signifies a tear, or division, or a 
dissension, Tt also denotes party spirit) among 
Christians, and as such is strongly reprobated 
by St. Paul But a graver schism is that which 
causes an outward separation from the visibl 
unity of the Chureh. Ino the Samma of St. 
Thomas Aquinas, the Saint, thus deseribes 
schismiatics : 

“They are these persons, whe oof ther own will and 
intention, sever themselves from the unite of the Churen 
This unity consists in the union of the members with 
each other, and of all the members with the head. This 
Tread is Christ, whose representative upon earth is) the 
Sovereign Pontiff The Saint then quotes St 
Jerome's commentary on ‘Titus TIL. ‘Sehism at the be- 


winning mas be understood as something different fron 


| heresv, but there is ne sehism whieh does not invent 


seme heresy for itself. in order to justify its falling 
WAN adil 


The members of the Church of Fngland have 
never ceased to loudly complain of the Pope's 
establishing a Roman hierarchy to administer 
the affairs of the Roman Catholic Church in 
England. but when the Jansenists of Holland 
conscerate ao sehismatic bishop and give him 
jurisdiction in England the English FE piscopat 
seem father pls ased. Whi? 
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DR. SWETE AND MODERNISM. 


A. ‘T. Winewas, DD. D.C. dL. 


The at Can 
bridge is a scholur and divine of Muropean rep- 
utation. Dr. 
the traditions of accurate scholarship and well 
balanced judgment that, under Lightfoot and 
Westeott, made the Cambridge School of Divi 
But Dr. Swete has ad- 


ded something of his own to the heritage he has 


Regius Professor of Divinity 


Swete has worthily carried on 


nity what it is today, 


received from those brilliant and distinguished 
scholars. Tle has always shown, ine his hand 
ling of eeclesiastical questions, and in’ dealing 
with other questions, indireetly depending upon 
them. a firmer tone of historical Churchman 
ship. than that exhibited by cither of his great 
predecessors. His article, in the Guardian of 


January 29, last. on Modernism’ is the most 


valuable contribution on the subject that has 
vet appeared in its columns. Dr. Swete may 
fairly be claimed as being in the main ins ac 
cord with the article on Phe Pope and Modern 
ism.” which appeared in’ the February and 


March numbers of Trt We said “in 


the main,” beeause there are one or two points on 


Laur. 


which Dr. Swete has evidently been misinform 
ed as to the language and intention of the Syl 
labus and the Enevelieal ‘The language of 
the Roman Curia is. to a certain extent, tech 
nieal, and there are certain fixed terms, which are 
used by the theologians who drew up the Syl 
labus in a sense which might mislead those who 
are unaccustomed to them use. Dr. Swete has 
thus misinterpreted the T1th Proposition con 
demned in the Syllabus. Tt 
“Tt is condemned and proscribed to say that 
Divine 


the whole of the THloly Seriptures that it renders 


reads as follows: 


Inspiration is not toe be so extended te 


its parts, all and) single gmmune from error.” 
With this must be coupled the 9th Proposition, 
whe reby the statement that “those who believe 
that God is really the Author of Holy Serip 
tire display excessive simplicity or ignorance” ; 
that “God 


is also condemned. The assertion 
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is really the Author of the Holy Scripture’ is 
not a bold statement of “verbal Inspiration.” 
It means that God guided the writers of Holy 
Scripture by “the Inspiration of Selection,” as 
Dr. Liddon put it, so that they were not the me 
chanical “pens,” but rather the human “pen 
men” of the Holy Ghost. 


“EVERY SCRIPTURE Is INSPIRED,” 


The whole Church from the earliest days to 
the present days has believed that “God is the 
Author of the Tloly Seripture,” 
mitting itself to a theory of literal verbal inspir 


without com 


ation. "The Syllabus condemns those who deny 
St. Pauls words, “Every Seripture is inspired 
by God.” (Omnis Scriptura divinitus inspir 
ata) Hi-16. Bishop Ellicott (in loc) 


very wisely says that this phrase “yields ne 


support to any artificial theories of a dynani 
cal, or a mechanical inspiration, it certainly 
scoms fairly to tinply this vital trath, that every 
separate portion of the Holy Book is inspired, 
and forms a living portion of a living and or 
ganic whole. While, on the one hand, this ex 
pression does not exclude such verbal errors, or. 
possibly, such trifling historical inaccuracies 
as man’s spirit even in its most exalted) state, 
may not be wholly exempt from. and human 
transmission and transcriptions may have in 
creased, it still does certainly assure Us, on the 
other, that these Writings, as we have them, are 
individually persuaded by God's Spirit, and 
warrants our belief that they are ‘the true say 
the Holy Ghost) (S. Clem. Rom. 1, 
£5). and our assertion of the full Inspiration 
of the Bible’ "This, and no more than. this. 
is what Pius X teaches in the Syllabus. ‘Th 
words in’ Proposition NP cannot bear a differ 
ent meaning. "Poo say 


ings of 


that “Divine Inspira 
tion is so extended to the whole of the Hols 
Scriptures, that it renders its parts, all and 
single, immune from error.” means that they 
are “immune from doctrinal error, in matters of 
faith and morals.” Phe word “error” bears a 
technical sense ino the official language of the 
Holy Office, This 


does not exclude the possible inaccuracies of 


technical sense of “error” 
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the htuman clement in the Bible, to whieh Bish 
op Ellicott has alluded. 


The official meaning of 


“error’ is that it is 
the doctrinal antithesis of “revealed truth’ in 
inmatters of faith and morals. Phe “revealed 
truth’ of a passage in Tloly Seripture cannot 
he affected by minute details. What the Pope 
affirms is that no “error” ino matters of faith 
ind morals, ean be deduced from any portion 
of Holy Writ. With his predecessor, St. Cle 
ment of Rome, he affirms that the Holy Serip 
tures are“ the true savings of the Holy Ghost.” 
There is no assertion of any theory of “verbal 
Inspiration’ in the Syllabus, or in’ the subs« 
quent’ Eneyelieal. 
AN UNTRUE ASSERTION, 

When Dr. Swete says that “the Vatiean 
stands committed to the mechanical view of in 
spiration which in England has been abandoned 
by the great majority of educated believers,” 
he is making an assertion absolutely incapable 
of proof, which is at variance with the tru 
meaning of the teaching of the Syllabus and 
the Bnevelical. Dr. Swete says: "We respect 
ind svinpathise with the Pope's desire to safe 
guard the Divine Authority of the Bible. but 
we refuse to support its authority by a theors 
of inspiration which is opposed to the facts.” 
So does the Holy See, if its language is fairly 
ind candidly interpreted. We acquit Dr. Swete 
of any intention to misjudge the Papal pro 
nouncements. Te is) too thoroughly imbued 
with the Cambridge spirit of impartial inquiry, 
ind deliberate fairness of judgment. He has 
mide a mistake, beeause he is a stranger to the 
current use of terms in the official pronounce 
ments of the Holy See. 

VITAL IMMANENCE., 

Dr. Swete also takes too benevolent a view 
of the doetrine of “vital immanence.” which 
is condenmed by the “Bnevelical.” He SUVS 
that “it is surely pure gain that, in’ the 


judgrient of our time. religion has its or 


igin in the very constitution of human na 
ture” ALL Catholics admit that God created 


man with the capacity of knowing Him, loving 


Him. and serving THlim. But this) capacity 
needs to be satistied by God's revelation of Him 
self tooman in Christ. The Divine transcen 
dence, and the Divine immanecnee, are not con- 
tradictory conceptions but they are both alike 
true, and cannot be taught apart from each 
other. "Phe Modernist) repudiates the Divine 
transcendence by an assertion of Divine, or as 
he calls it, “vital homanenee, which destroys 
historical Christianity. Dr. Swete does not real 
ize that the Modernists have gone far bevond 
the teaching of Justin, Pertullian and the Alex 
andrians, to whieh he alludes, They are not 
content with the fact that non-Christian reli 
vions and philosophies contain elements of re 
ligious truth, or that the Pall did not so totally 
corrupt human nature, as to justify. the fierce 
denial of Calvinism that the soul may be spoken 
of as “naturaliter Christiana.” Dr. Swete has 
skimmed the surface of the controversy on this 
point anal has been misled by thy speeious 
phrases of the Modernists. 

But their doctrine of “vital immanenee’ is 
aomost dangerous he resv. Tt is utterly at var 
ianee with Dro Hlingworth’s careful teaching 


on the subject of the Divine immanence. 


roe “New riboLoay VEILED, 


It is Mr. Campbell's “New Theology” veiled 
in the decorous dress of the language of the 
Seminary. "Phe Modernists of the Ronan Ohe 
dienee have been trained in’ philosophy and 
theology. "Phey write with the specious skill 
of men educated in the laws of thought and ex 
pression, "Phey avoid) Mr. Campbells uned- 
tented crudities of utterance. We do not) for 
get that Mr. Campbell possesses an) Enulish 
University degree. But his writings bear pain 
ful witness to the fact that the ordinary train- 
ing of an English University does not equip a 
man with the education requisite for accurate 
expression in dealing with theology or philoso 
phy. The Roman Modernists, such as) Father 
Tyrrell, have had a thorough philosophical and 
theological training. © For this cause their writ 
ings are more dangerous to the faith, than any 


thing Mr. Campbell has written, or is likely to 
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write. ‘Their doctrine of “vital immanence,” 
is a half trath whieh is “ever the worst of lies.” 
They virtually deny the Divine *Pranseen 
donee” and refuse to believe in an authoritative 
Divine revelation ab extra, Man's special ca 
pacity is the source of the Modernist religion, and 
not God's revelation. The real truth, of course, 
is that the Divine immanenee and the Divine 
transcendence are facts, complementary to each 
other Man was created with the power of 
hnowing God, by virtue of the Divine tmman 
ence, Phe power of knowing God was impair 
ed by the Fall, but not lost. Phe Divine tran 
scendence is the means whereby God's authori 
tative 
Lord is made known te man. "My soul is 
athirst-for God” is the desire for the knowl 


revelation of Tlimself in’ our Tnearnate 


edge of God implanted by the Divine imman 
ence. But this knowledge cannot be attained 
solely by virtue of the desire te know, which 
is tnplanted ino us by the Divine tnmanence. 
The Fall of man. whieh is virtually denied 
by the Roman 


Mr. Campbell, hinders the fruition of our ce 


Modernists. as well as by 


sire to know God because its effeets have cloud 
ed the spiritual vision of mankind apart from 
Christ. 
of the Divine transcendence is necessary for 


Therefore the authoritative revelation 


fallen humanity. ‘Phe revelation of God ah 
evtra, culminating ino the Incarnation, and its 
extension in the Catholic Church. as the Body 
of Christ, with its authoritative dogmas as. the 
foundation of its ethies. is an absolute necessity 
for the renewal of fallen humanity in the See 


ond Adam, 


HIS AGREEMENT WITH THE Pore, 
And now we turn from Dro Swete’s lenieney 
towards the Modernist to his severity. and his 
practical agreement with the leading pronounce- 
ments of PiusN. We quote his words "While 
unbelievers generally take a more exalted view 
of Christ than they didi a quarter of a century 
ago. the tone which unbelievers adopt is often 
less decided, less in harmony with the full Cath 
olic faith. The 
work, and it) has made a subtle difference in 


modern spirit has been at 


our way of looking at the problem of our Lord's 
Person, which it is easier to feel than to define. 


This difference, this partial change of stand 


point (for that is what it really is) is due to. 


two of the influences which the Enevelical cen 
sures the doctrine of Tnmmanence, and the 
fearless application to the Gospels of histori- 
cal criticism. The doctrines of Immanence sug 
vests that the revelation of God in Christ was 
anologous to the revelation which is made te 
faith and experience of believers, although of 
a degree almost infinitely higher: and the his 
torical criticism of the Gospels distinguishes 
hetween the historical and the ideal, and attri 
butes to the latter whatever savours of the su 
perhaman and the Divine in’ the life of our 
Lord.” 


part of his article: the Modernist’ refuses to 


As Dr. Swete remarks ina previous 


allow the religious sense an entranee into the 
He treats the historical Christ 


as if He were merely a human person, and ever 


field of history. 


denies the historical character of events in the 
Gospel narrative which exceed the EX perience 
As historical facts, the Modern 
ist allows nothing of the kind to pass unchal 


of humanity. 


longed.” “Their method” as the Enevelical sou 
What cynically observes, “is to put themselves in 
to the position and Person of Christ, and then 
to attribute to Him what they would have done in 


The result is that we get. as 


lihe circumstances.” 
¥ 


the Pope not unfairly says, ‘a twofold Christ. 
the Christ of history and the Christ of faith 
the Christ who is on the whole faithfully por 
traved by the Synoptists. and the Christ of th 
Fourth Gospel which is not history, but ideal 
isms the Christ Who actually lived and died, 
and the Christ Who lives in the religious sens 
of believers.” 

Dr. Swete here accurately describes Loisy’s 
views which the Enevelical so justly condemns 
In a recent issue of the “Nineteenth Century,” 
Mr. Corrance, writing as a Roman Modernist. 
makes the demand that all idea of our Lord's 
Godhead must be eliminated from our minds 
hefore we study the Gospels. This writer also 
scores the idea of a Divine Revelation ab extra. 


and by his freedom of writing shows plainly 























how deeply the poison of Modernism has pene- 
trated into the minds of many edueated Ro- 


man Catholies. 
“THE GOSPEL IN THE GOSPELS.” 


Dr. Swete gives a timely warning against 
the traces of Modernism in that unduly belaud- 
ed book “The Gospel in the Gospels” by Dr. Du 
Bose. More than a year ago we reviewed this 
hook in the S. tfrican Church Quarterly Re 
view, and pointed out its inherent dangers. “The 
indiscriminate eulogy of Dr. Du) Bose’s work 
which came from the weighty pen of Dr. Sanday 
was also noted ino our columms. Tt is ao satis 
faction to us to find that a scholar and theolo 
vian of Dr. Swete’s standing virtually endorses 
our eriticism of Dr. Du Bose. 

Dr. Swete says, that Dr. Du Bose’s method of 
dealing with the Svnopthic Gospels niny lead a 
eritie to view all manifestation of the Godhead 
of our Lord contained in them as “interpola 
Hions.” "Such a critic, says Dro Swete, “will 
even take upon himself at times to determine 
upon the strength of his own judgment, what 
Christomust have said and done in a certain ease, 
or what Te could not have said or done, and li 
will proceed to read the records accordingly. 
Neainst this burlesque of a genuine eritieisin. 
the Pope has every right to protests and: thi 
protest does not come a diay too soon. “The 
irresponsible levity with whieh the archives of 
the Christian Faith are treated by some pro 
fessedly Christian crities, who throw their base 
less conjectures broadcast upon a world only 
too receptive of such incentives to doubt, de 
serves stern rebuke.’ Dr. Swete’s weighty 
words demand the careful consideration of the 
thoughtless persons who have so glibly con 


demmed the Pope’s attitude towards Modernism. 


THE OLD TESTAMENT, 


We may remark, by the way, that Dr. Swete 


does not realise the true attitude of the dén- 


evelical towards Old ‘Testament criticism. The 


Pope condemns with regard to the old Pesta 


ment the very same “baseless conjectures” that 
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Dr. Swete condemns with regard to the New 
‘Testament. 

Dr. Swete speakes of some of the conclusions 
of the Higher Crities of the Old Testament, as 
“the fairly well assured results of scientifie re- 
search.” and he criticises the Pope's attitude of 
caution regarding them. Tle forgets that) the 
Pope cannot consider as facets, what Dr, 
Swete calls “fairly well assured results.” "The 
Pope forbids his people to receive “fairly well 
assured results” as established faets, and who 
may bhane hin for this? Dr. Swete himself, 
out of re sy ct to his own well balanced scholar 
ship, as well as from dis allegiance to the 
Christian revelations, would) hesitate to assert 
the position of Wellhausen as dogmatic facts. 
The Pope takes the same line, if his words are 
carefully weighed. In the 12th Proposition of 
the Syllabus it is forbidden to treat Tloly Serip 
ture dike any ordinary hook and to “interpret 
it not otherwise than other merely hunni doe 


tinnents.”  "Phis is a “eantela” of reverence and 


not a hindrance to scholarship and serentitic 
exegesis. Tn the Bnevelical these words oc 
eur: "Phe Modernists have no hesitation in 


affirming commonly that these books, and es 
pecially the Pentateueh and the first three Gos 
pels have been gradually formed by additions 
to a prinitive brief narration,  "Phis means, 
briefly, that in the Saered Books we nist ad 
mitia vital evolution, springing from and cor 
responding with the evolution of faith. Pudge, 
if vou can, how men with such ao svstem are 
fitted for practising this kind of ecritteisa! 
To hear them talk about thei works on. the 
Sacred Books. in whieh they have been enabled 
to discover soomuch that ts defective, one would 
imagine that, before them. nobody ever even 
glinced through thre pages of Scripture . Where 
as the truth is that a whole nultitude of Doe 
tors, infinitely superior to them in) genius. in 
erudition, and in sanetitw, have sifted the Sa 
red Books in eve rv Way, and so far from find 
Inge imperfections in them have thanked God 
more and more the deeper they have gone inte 
them, for His Divine bounty in having veueh 


sufed to speak thus te men.” 
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PH DOGMATISM OF THEE MODERNISTS, 
Here is no condemnation of ans assured re 
sults of Biblical criticism, if such there be, but 
the condenmation applies to the dogmatic at 
titude of the 
tation in affirming’ as facts, what after all are 


Modernists “who have no hesi 
conjectures, However sure we may be in our 
own minds, after careful study. that St. Paul 
did not write the Epistle to the Hebrews, we 
have no business to assert dogmatically that 
vuthor. ‘Phe question of the 
PE pisth 


termined by eriticism in HN positive War that 


he was not its 
authorship of that cannot be ade 
Warrants us in stating. as a eertain fact, the 
And if this be so with re 


gard to aomatter which was in controversy In 


name of its author 


fore St. Jerome’s days. auch more is it the 
leged discoveries of 
the “PRigher Critics’ with: re rard to th 
date and authority of the Pentateuch. What 
the Bnevelical condemns is the certainty of at 
tific points by the Mod 


They tiawe “no hesitation ino athrming” 


cause with regard ter the 


adopted on thes 
ernists 
as facts conclusions whieh. after all, are but 
the tentative resalts of certain critical and ex 
Biblical 


search are not condemned by the Pope. But 


eveticntl theories, eNELEOSIS and ove 
he has the right te condemn the rash conti 
dence of those who assert conjeetures to bie 
it flock of sheep 
following a lender through a gap india fener 


The last one 


facts It is curious to notice 
hundred) vears have shown the 
Sanne fendeney in the region of Biblical criti 
erm. “The assertions of one leader have become 
the facts upon which his followers lave built 


further assertions 
Pitt PNGLISH MODERNIST, 


Dr. Swete has a significant passage on Mod 
ernism in’ England. Pe traces out its anti 
follows: "We cannot 
conceal from ourselves the fret that the ng 
lish theological Modernist is not usually. like 
the Modernist of the 


tain dis pluce im the 


Christian tendencies as 


Bnevelienlh, eager to re 
Cathohe Church. "Phe 
Bnglish Modernist. as a rales holds himself in 


dependent of all ecclesiastical control: de has 





shaken off the fetters of creed, articles of be- 
lief. religions and theologieal formulas of every 
kind. 
Christianity, but to reconstitute it on Modern 
To the 


different or hostile: religious at heart, he ab- 


He aspires not merely to reinterpret 


ist lines, Historical Church he is in 
stains from public worship and from the Sacra- 
ments. ‘Phus there is growing up amongst us, 
in edueated and cultured circles, a new relig 
Christ. and 
from society and institutions which THe cre 
sted.” 
ing. Tf modern edueation and culture lead to 


the attitudes of Swete ch 


ion whieh reveres stands apart 


Dr. Swete strikes a true note of warn 


mind which Dr. 


seribes, there something 


must te e 


radically 
wrong with modern ideals. Phe ve nedy does 
not tie as Dre Swete seems to think. in) an 
alliance between the historie Chureh and mod 
ern ideals. We can make no concession to th: 
spiritoof Antichrist. Dr. Swete aptly quotes 
our Lord's words that “the seribe of the King 
dom must bring forth out of his treasure things 
new and old.” But the very pith and marrow 
of our Lord’S injunetion is that the new and 
the old vrust harmonise, ond not be in flat eon 
tradiction to each other. Phe aneient savings. 
“What is new is not trues and what is tree is 
apples to the strife between Mod 
Catholic Faith. Antichrist 


WEAN win at temporary victory, Modernism was 


not new. 


ernisin sone the 


Become as fashionable as Arianism once was 


But the end of all things will come. The 
faithful tits hie but bad || litth flock.” “Sed 
Christus regnabit in acternum.” 

Mr. Athelstam Riley writes about the fiftieth anni- 
versary of the foundation of the Association for the 
Promotion of the 1 nity of Christendom. “Kor half 
rocentury” he writes, “this association, founded hy 
Pious men oof different ecclesiastical organizations, hes 
existed primarily for prayer that it} would) please our 
Blessed Lord to make us all one. ‘The time ino whieh 
we live is a time of 


rapid changes, changes which are 
powerfully 


teeting religious as well as temporal at 
fairs. Whe can venture te predict the future, even the 
immediate future, of the great) religious bodies inte 
Which Christendom is divided? Some currents seem to 
make for further division; others, apparently of equal 
strength, for unity. Surely all this iso a eall for a 
greater exercise of faith and praver? The chief forces 
which sway the affairs of this world are spiritual, and 
faith and opraver alone can set these mighty energies 
ino metion” — Bachanae ; 
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LITURGICAL CONFLICT AMONG THE 
SLAVONIANS OF ILLYRIA 


(Translated and condensed by Rev. Geo. Zur- 


her, from the Rezue Cath. des Eglises, Jan., 
rook. The original article in’ French is) from 
Jacques Zeller ) 

The great majority. of Christians tm Croatia, 
Dalmatia and Istria are profoundly Catholic 
but their strong faith being bound up with their 
ntense patriotism, exhibits peculiar exigencies, 
hich. if not satisfied, might lead te some grave 
political or religious crisis. \o portion of this 


people is at present agitating a demand for 


iintainine the ancient privilege to hold Cathe 


lic services in the ancient Slavonian or Glagol 
tic language Rome does not seem disposed t 
ten to this demand The Slaventans man 
stone inclination to exchange the Latin. rite 
vhich the now follow, for anv national rite 
mt they desire that thre Slavonian he and re 
in certain localities the apy roved liturgi 

cal language \s a liturgical language it has 
never entirel ceased te be: and atts claimed 


that it was used by the great Slavenian Apostles, 
St. Cyril and St. Methodius 

In O24 or g25 the Couneil of Spaluto was held 
at the request of Pope John Ns and this council 
forbade the ordination of any priest knowing no 
other but the Slavonian languayve. Gregory, 


Bishop of Nona. protested this action 





of the council whereupon he and the Arehbish 


op of Spalato were invited by John \ toa conter 


ence in Rome 


\ new couneil was held at Spa 
ato under the presidency of a papal legate. and 
the Slavonian cause was but partially defeated 


le strongly national bishopric of Nona was sup 
pressed, Bishop Gregory of the defunct dio 
cese Was invited to establish his episcopal seat 


at Seardona, but the lane ‘question remained 





nl sTISpelisc, 

In 1055. Pope Nicholas [Tb ordered the conyvd- 
cation of the third Council of Spalato which for 
mally forbade the use of the Slavonic language 
in the liturgy. Gregory VII reiterated this pre 


hibition: but the use of this language was not 


discontinued on account of individually author 


ized exceptions, or a tacit tolerance, or an ina- 
bility to suppress it 

Pwo hundred years later the Bishop of Lenia 
consulted Loopne Innocent EN comeerninyg the le- 
eitimacy of the Slaveme language in the liturgy. 
In a letter® of March to. rags, this Pope con 


ceded the use of this language wherever circum 


tances might render tts use legitimate. In 1235 


a smilar authorization was conceded to the dio- 


cese of Vegha In the three following centur 
1 the Slavonian case lost erode It. clerev 
had ne seminary of its own until towards the 


end of the ith century 


Liew NII considered the Slay i the advance 





enard towards that Oriental region which he 
Was so cuger t Will » Catholn nit Phi pub- 
ication of his Eneve i Grande M hich 
extols the glor f St. Cyril and St. Metl ; 

rked the In Nine of a passtonate revival of 
the Gla 1hr¢ r Slavenian language hat 
formerly const tel the t le kingden { Croa 
tia, Dalmatia and Shavenia r thr Tet nd 


lomam oof religa the a tions of a race la 
voring for the restoration’ oft ienal auton 
twas t le expected that politieal antagon 
I uld exert an undue wa ener ece] t 
teal phere Tlie \uste 1] hat voOverti- 
! nt aw in the ritaat » tt the Slavemte lit 
rev a tendenes towards political antonor ind 
idanger of the ©orthe m Sery ‘ ing el 
er to the Shiventans already nited to the fer 
mer Iw t ot] on und lang iv 
Fearing the spread oof the , ' » the 





hi hop et Zara ten vears awe asked the Congre- 
vation of Rites te define his rights in this mat- 
ter Phe reply of ANugust 3, 1808 was address- 
ed te the episcopate of DP dalrrvatia tria and 
Croatia It referred to the permissions given 
by Innecent TY te the bishops of Senta and Ve- 
linc but it allowed the Slavemian hturgy im the 


parishes only in whieh it had been in actual use 
during the previous thirty vear It restricted 


the permission to a privilege conceded to par- 
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but not coneeded to the Croa- 
The Archbishop of Zara de- 


ticular parishes, 
tans as a people 
cided that in virtue of the new decree every 
priest in his diocese had to say Mass in Latin. 
The Croatians then submitted this question to 
the Congregation of Rites: “Does the privilege 
of the Croatian language become extinet on ac- 
count of some interruption in its use during the 
thirty vears, even in these churches which here- 
tofore have had undisputed and legitimate pos- 
session of this language?" This time the re- 
ply, bearing perhaps traits of the hand of Leo 


NIT, was 


the privilege ts not extinet by 


a partial vietory. It declares that 
any interruption 
during the last thirty vears, if such interruption 
was net wilful but was due te some material 
impediment, such oas a lack of the Slavonian 
Missal, or the death of a Slavonian priest. in 
the publication of this decree. petitions came on 
all sides from priests and people, 
Mission te pom: Croatian parishes 

Leo NEP died, and Pins NX called to Rome all 
the Dishep 


asking for per 


of Croatia, Dalmatia, Istria and Sla- 
vonia. The Bishops of Bosnia and Herzegovina 


were excluded, perhaps for political reasons, 


these provinees not beige integral parts of the 
Nustro-llongarian monareln Phe resolutions 
taken at thi Congress (Congresso) held in Rome, 


! 


are net knowns: however, there are reasons for 


believing that the bishops favored the extension 


Shorth: after the Con- 


gress, Cit final Mert del Valo officially: blamed 
the Pranctseans whe had taken a leading part 
in awdvecating the Slavenan Hturgv., and per- 


emptor enjyomed them not te merit the same 


relnarke Ane a little later, on Dee. r8. ra06 the 
& Neregation f Rite ued a deere vhich 
™ yannul the cones sston made on \ugust 
22, too by Teo NII It declares namely that 
the use oof the Slavonian is allowed in) these 
4 W t nl wl rm It Its¢ has heen uinite T- 
rupted from rSo8 to pSoS8. Priests whe are al- 
lowed to read the Slavemian Mass at home, are 
ordered te read low Mass in Latin in churches 
{ Latin lturg 

in t I ttholica 

— R 





This decree which has not yet been officially 
promulgated, caused consternation among the 
Slavonians. Their liberal papers exaggerated 
its importance. The Catholic papers tried to 
task, 
Qin February 19, 


defend it, or feeling unequal to the 


observed a respectful silence. 





1907, Monsignor Francis Bulie, director of the 
Museum of Spalato, said in the Parliament of Vien- 
na: “Let the Croatians unanimously ery out thre’ 
the mouthpiece of our bishops: “Holy Father, 
save for ous the Slavonian liturgy, because it 
brings us more easily to God.” Let us be calm 

We are proud to preserve our Sla- 
vonian liturgy as a monument of our ancient 
culture. With our liturgical language we are 
the messengers of Divine Providence to the Ori- 
ental nations. Let us defend it with no less 
energy than dignity.” 

In January, tooz7. the Bishops of Dalmatia, 
held a conference at Zara where it was decided 
te postpone the official promulgation of the last 
decree trom the Congregation of Rites. Simul- 
taneously with this meeting of the Bishops of 
Zara, there was at A\gram a meeting of the Diet 
of Croatia. These representatives sent a_tele- 
gram to the assembled bishops of the neighbor- 
ing provinee, saving: “The Diet of the King- 
dent of Croatia unanimously begs the Dishops 
of Dalmatia to stand up resolutely in defense of 
Glagoltea.” Shortly afterwards Emperor Fran- 
cts Joseph reminded the Diet that on this ocea- 
sion it had overstepped its prerogatives. This 
incident reveals the 


extent to which .\ustrian 


polttes are opposed to the Slavonian movement 
In the Croatian Diet Mr 2. 
posed te” 
destined fer the clergy of the Roman Catholic 
Chureh, until 


Mazuranie pro- 
cut out of the annual budget the sum 
Rome authorizes the Slavonian 


liturgy Such means will) never induce the 


Sovereign Pontiff to make any concession, Does 
Mr. Mazuranit 
sen to sacrifice the material church in France, ra- 
ther than 


net know that Pius N has cho- 


sacrifice a principle? It is rather 


strange to see the will of a Pope held in check 


by the resistance of a people the more ardently 


attached to the Catholic faith because its faith 
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has been heretofore one of its forms of patriot- 
im. We (in France) are not accustomed to 
sich disheartening spectacles. When the Holy 
hather prohibited the formation of .lssociations 
Cultuelles (associations of worship), which the 
large majority of French bishops wished to es- 
tablish, these bishops did not for a moment think 
r evading the Pontifical prescription. To evade 
it would have been a move towards schism. 
But in Hlyria the episcopate feared to let schism 
loose by immediately giving the force of law to 
ders from Rome. We are net amiss in be- 
heving that in acting thus the episcopate was 
certain not to oppose the formal wish of Pius 
X. Intemperate advocates of the Slavenian 
liturgy have led a few parishes into schism last 
ear, and no one ts certain that the movement 
will net spread. 

The pontifical decree cannot be accounted for 


by assertions that the papacy has a tendency to 





anize itself, and that Pius N has a predilee- 
tien for the Latin nations. The Pope fears 
that the vielding to Slavonians might evoke sim- 
lar demands from elsewhere. Plow could the 
\Magvar Mass then be refused to the Tlungar- 
ans, and the German Mass which Luther had 
demanded, to the Germans? ‘This would) end 
the Latin liturgy which for many is such a 
striking expression of Catholic unity. Om the 
wr hand. do not the faithful of Dalmatia, 


ta and Slavonia whe during ages have been 





t bulwark for Christianity against Moslem as- 
saults., and who are today the advance guard of 
Cathohicity going forth to the Oriental nations, 

leserve some consideration ? Might not the 
| 


meession of the Slavonian liturgy unite t 
people still more closely te the Tloly See? 
Would it be reckless to think that a diversity of 
churehes established upon widely different. soils, 
cach one living its own life, but united among 
themselves and with Rome, and each one parti- 
ipating in the life of all the others and of the 
Whole, might help us to better understand and 
realize the Catholicity of the Church, and to ex- 


perience the full value and fecundity of union? 





THE ONFORD MOVEMENT. 
By J.B. Mitners 


(.1 Roman Catholie.) 

It is no less a duty than a pleasure to. study 
the needs and tendencies of our own times. We 
have all of us, especially the edueated, duties 
towards our fellowmen which cannot be ade- 
quately or effectively fulfilled without an. intel- 
ligent appreciation of the position of those whom 
we desire to assist. This demand presses with 
spectal insistence upon English Catholics at the 
present dav. Time was, as many vet living can 
remember, when Catholic doctrines and prac- 
tices were the butt of every buffoon, and a fer- 
tile subject for the ridicule even of the learned. 
Now, however, in spite of lingering bigotry, the 
general attitude of our countrymen towards the 
Chureh is changed Not only are long repud- 
iated Catholic dogmas held and taught. and 
Catholic ritual revived, within the pale of A\n- 
glicanism, but vague vearnings have arisen, and 
even tentative efforts have been made, te bring 
about reunton wath Reome 

Phere can be little doubt that the most im 
portant factor in the production of this salutary 
change in the religious attitude of Protestant 
England is what known as the Oxford Move 


ment The ( tore Move ment sa compen lhous 


tithe for a movement in religious thought which 

began in Oxford in the ear 

tury. and which there developed inte an attempt 
' ' 


to ratse the Church of England from the state 


of melifference tite which In had fallen, to rid 


her of State control, and te elevate her from 

le ne a cere lepart ent of Crovern ent inl 
ideal position as a part of the Church Cathol 
he Movement is also known as the Tractarzan 


ovement, Tractarianisin, the Pusevite Move- 
Vt Wt, al al . 


ment, ete It i ln th t have been t 
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independent of Catholic inthienes It had no principles of Calvin—believing in individual in 
connection with Emaneipation. [ts originators — fallibility, scorning interference from: prince ot 
had even been the opponents of Catholic relief. prelate, and ever separating ito sect alter sect 
Catholic as were many of the conclusions and which Governments vainly attempted to reduce 
results of the Movement, it undoubtedly took even) to outward uniformity The churehe 
its rise in the National Church, where the lega- were deserted and fell out of repair. Tigh pew 
ev of hate was greatest, in the mid-stream of — sereened the self-willed worshippers from the 


the anti-Catholic tradition that had flowed so dangers of attention to ritual; the altar-table 
full and strone since the days of Elizabeth. In and the font were used as convenient receptach 


relating the history of this great Movement, for hats and coats. Archbishop Laud, out of a 








we shall treat. as brietlv as is consistent with deep sense of duty, strove in vain to impose the 
clearness, the following: point discipline of the Chureh as contamed im the 
| ein ourees, remote wel tmmediate, of Praver Look Hlis action roused ao storm «ef 
the Movement indignant opposition. During the civil war. the 
1| Phe events connected with its rise and kingdom became fer a time the paradise ot 
proeress fanatics, whe, with “surly vin” and open 
ITI Its culmination, and its effeets on res Dible, in which they found precedents for re 
Higieus thought and practice in) England venge, destroved all the externals of worship 
that saveured te them of the abominations 
| Wlolatrs Phe Restoration followed, and wat! 
towenld be a great mistake to suppose that it the re-establishment of the Chureh. Ino th 
the Gyxford Movement was a thing of miosni heat of the reaction against the principles ot 
room growth, the mere creature of an hour, the the Revolution, passive obedience to the king 
vente pleen of men disappomted im them am the head of the Chureh was held and tanght 
bition fo form anvthing like a true idea of \mong the higher clergy were many men 
its origin, it will be quite necessary te hark hack high learning and genuine piety, whose wri 
over the vears, and take a view, necessarily brie? ings breathed much of the spirit of the earl 
and cursery. of the state of religions thauweht in Fathers his high ideal—too bigh for ao sor 
| nelaned freon thre portod ot thre ixteenth oun ich Minister of corruption was, on the aces 
tur, ston oof the Planoverian dynasty, combatted b 
Religious division comtroversy with Renn Walpole, whe ueceeded in demeaning — the 
on the one hand and wath the uritans on the Church to ao mere department of the State, witl 
other dependence on and subservience to the out devotion or doctrine 
Crown, loss of ritual and reverence, and a da Phe old school of divines passed away, and 
mentable lowering of the personale of the eclet with them almest all sensitiveness to dogmath 
ry were the tmnmecdmate ane acknowledged re truth \s the spirit of indifference deepened 





of the re-establishment of the Reformation much oof the old bitterness departed from: the 


in bngland under Elizabeth. As the prince wa unequal controversy between the supreme Prot 
to be responsthle for his people, body and soul, estant and the down-trodden Catholie. Thu 
the Chureh, as well as the State, was placed un- in the cighteenth century, the essential and pre 


der Tis complete control: the king or queen was dominating influence of the prevailing religion 
the supreme head on earth of the Chureh in’ came to mean external morality. as opposed to 
these realms Phis was plain Trastianism, But dogma and devotion. Natural religion, said th 


’ 
| 


the Roval authority was rejected as soon as it skeptic of the dav, was sufficient: and the ont 
was declared. Those whe had been exiled, or who reply of the divine was, that Christianity wa 
had fled during the reten of Marv. had now littl more than natural religion, aceredited by 


returned from the Continent, imbned with the historie proofs, and enforced by rewards and 
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unistiments Sobriety, moderation, and good 
sense Were the cardinal virtues; the Trimty and 

vague acknowledgment of the Gospel, the be 
lief of the day; whilst appeals to enthusiasar or 
devotion were regarded with = disfaveur, as 

wicking of reprehensible ostentation or of the 
absurdities of Rome. Of seepticism there was 
plenty, but without the plausibility of the seep 
tiers oof to-day Physical science was little 
known, evolution had not been thought of, and 
n oeritieal history was in its infanes The 

niversities were lax Phe old) theolovieat tit 
erature, now se completely out of harmony with 


the thotght of the time, was well-nigh neglected 


Phe growing repugnanece to articl of faith 
Vas uiuifest ino the latitude allowed am the in 
terpretation of the Thirty-nine Artiel Phe 


Church proclaimed her own liability te err, and 


could not, with any conmsisteney, insist on 


any particular interpretation of then She had 
heeome the prey of the Whig Party as then eon 
tinted, the humble reeipient of  Llanoverian 
patrorace unk in listless mditferencs Phe 


erical calling had come to be resardes 
Privilege of ats owner, a converrent mode ol 

ton fer vounger sons. rather than a he 
acred and responsible duty oof the cure of 
on \ sleepy service mb oa clam 
church, church-goine as ao mark and 
of respectability, honourable, simple domiestie 
¢- these formed the sam of the religious ileal 
Wal agaist this upine indifference that 
Wesley and his followers raised their pro 
test. Wesles 


Vinch met between tl 


belonged to a sectety at Oxford 


© vears 1720-1735 for mu 


al religious improvement, and which earned 


the nickname of “The Methodists” Tle had im 
bibed the Moravian doctrine of sensible conver 


a] 


m. amd to the severest puritanical ascetics 


tmited boundless external devotion PLis  Thespne 
Was te reform the Chureh from within, Bat 
historic proots, aml enforced Ty reward ind 
the Church. as a body, would net be awakened 


r warmed Hlowever, Tis simple services am 





stirring appeals pierced where the cold) formial- 


ism oof the Church had been unable te reach 


individual 


Piety was roused and inflamed in the 


but Chureh life was untouche: \ similar work 
was carried on by the Evangeleal \ethoudist 
and | Viarigre heal were bet hated, net » much 
for their faults and weaknesses as for their 
prety Phe Chureh would not reeoenize her 
own children, and the ovement onded = in 
clusn 
The opening ot tl present centyr was 
marked by great intellectual activity, roused by 
the discovert ot ph wa erenee, an le irmy 
the impress of a deep seriotusme occasioned b 
the shocks and horres P the French Revolu 
tron First, there was the moverent of the 
awakened intellect: started by Bentham and the 
two Ais: wh in the reaction agwamst the ty- 
Vann ye oof the pra t. iathed at them etteort to make 
utilitarianism thre Premic, wb mest the onl tan- 
dard of thing endeavoured te yeep awa thre 
mherent rere fo constituted authority. b 
the aeloption of ] suffrage a the sev- 
eranee of Chureli and State Ser ll ‘ ri 
[or \rneld oan 1) White h m ir 
mrt, 1 afeguard the « mit proposed 
thre hing } ninor clitterencs between PD) 
enters and the Establishment. and the binding 
of the Chureh and Strate tl closer together 
\rneld held) religious formalism in cet pots tne 
clisre rele « ra Kh. cred wars te tall ] 
\" edt porte thie 1 and acral ental st 
Tin thre me wave of anxu for the safety of 
the Chureh arese a third movement, w ho rook 
its rise in OoNfer the movement which th 
ubrect of th paper It pourtesl Wayport vith 
Arnold at the outset Arnold tl eht that the 
danger ayo the CVETANES & Church ned 
Strite Phe first principle of the Oxtord Mowe 
ment was that the Chureh was altowether vine 
anel mdenencdent f th State \ we have 
een, the dena of eclerteal [ite had certaml stink 
both in faet amd im popubiur estimation \ni 
thing like dogrnyatye prim ipole enthttsiasn or 
devotion wa vended Inelitference and Jats se 
faire, then were Cnet te le « batted 
ti rt kk 
a in 4 
Ter ( | ! It 33 1 st " ‘ 
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THE “ANGLO ROMAN UNION” IN THE 
UNITED STATES. 


A REPRINT FROM THE ENGLISH CHURCH TIMES, 


Sin: his 
“American Notes,” which you have published 
under date of Februrary 28, so unfortunately 


Your Chicago correspondent in 


misrepresents the Anglo-Roman movement in 
America, and its organ, the Lamp, that I feel 
constrained to give vour readers, if you will 
permit me, a somewhat different impression of 
the 

Your correspondent: says: 


sittrition. 


(1) “Various rumours are afloat of an or 
ganized effort to secure concessions from the 
Papal See in the particulars of the validity 
of our Orders and the marriage of the clergy, 
and to form a uniate body under the Papal 
obedience. "The rumours as vet unau 
but there little doubt that 


something of the kind is in’ contemplation.” 


are 
thentie, Seens 

It is true that an organization was inaugu 
rated in’ New York City on February 10th, 
which bears the name of the Anglo-Roman Un 
ion, and its constitution states that it ‘is form 
ed for the maintenance and defense of Catho- 
lie principles and to promote the corporate re 
the 
basis of agreement being a belief in the Roman 
But, as 
gation, Tam ina) position to deny absolutely 
that the ' taken , 


steps towards “securing concessions from the 


union of Anglicans with the Apostolic See; 


Primacy.” a member of the organi 


Anglo Roman) Union has any 
Papal See in the particulars” specified, or “to 
form a uniate hody under the Papal obedience.” 
Neither has it 


templetion.” 


“something of the kind in con 
If any organized effort is being 
metde, or even contemplated in’ that) direction 


America, I 


and for that end, anwwhere else in 
un ignorant of it. 

Por most of its advocates reunion with the 
Holy See carries with it the idea of an Ecclesia 
Anglicana preserving its English Rite, and go- 
ing oon after effected 


thy There are in 


reunion has been much 


same oas before, America a 
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few radical pro-Romans, who see nothing ahead 
but unconditional surrender and individual sub- 
mission: but these are not reunionists at all, and 
for the sake of differentiation those who, with 
no little cheerfulness and enthusiasm, are work- 
ing for return of the Anglican 
Church Rome, call them- 
selves Anglo-Romans and not pro-Romans. This 
Refer- 


ing to the editorial in the February Lamp, en- 


a corporate 
to communion with 


distinetion is worth bearing in) mind. 


. 


titled “Phe Episcopal Commons,” your corre- 
} J 


spondent says: “With an T-told-you-so tone, it 


| gives an absurd caricature of recent events, in 


| order to prove that this Chureh is a mere dump- 


ing-ground of Protestant and = rationalistie in 


dividualism.” The editorial in question was an 


arraignment of the “open pulpit amendment 


to Canon 19 and the Protestant Federation pro 


| paganda, which do indeed seriously threaten to 


make the Protestant Episcopal Church in’ the 


| United States a vinevard whose hedge is “bro- 


| ken down,” so “that all they who go by may 


pluck off her grapes.” Yet, even so, the Lamp 
can hardly be aceused of pessimism, for while 
vour correspondent scems toe coneur in the af 
The Church 
gives to the question “Is the Anglo-Catholic 
the Lamp takes the 
position in its Mareh issue that it is "Not a 


spent forces” and says: 


firmative answer which Living 


Movement a spent force?” 


“So far from bein a 
the future of the Catholie move 
ment promises greater things than its past has 
The 


Catholic party has now, after seventy years of 


spent force ln 


been able to realize, and for this reason. 
development and preparation, advanced to the 
Papal stage, and that means more supernatural 
grace, mightier achievements, and more certain 
faith 
in God which moves us'to say that until the An- 


victory, It is only ordinary 
glo-Saxon race is brought back to Catholic un- 
ity in communion with the Suecessor of the Fish- 
erman, the Catholic movement among Angli- 
cans will never be a spent force.” 

If by “pro-Romanism’ your correspondent 
means Anglo-Romanism, as defined by the Lamp, 


T can hardly conceive a statement that strikes 


wider of the mark than when he SAWS: “It rep- 











ch 
lie 


he 
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resents a temperamental disease, and makes for 
moral cowardice, Should any considerable MOve- 
ment Romeward occur, such movement will in 
volve the weaker brethren only.” As a matter 
of fact the Anglo-Catholic movement has been 
a Romeward one from the start, and the above 
characterization is just about as true of those 
on the firing line today as it was of the extreme 
ists in the “thirties or the “forties of last cen 
tury. When TP think, for instance, of “the mor 
al cowardice” of the Rev. Arthur Lloyd of ‘Tok- 
vo, Japan, who stepped down and out of the 
presideney of St. Pauls College, and from the 
presideney of the Standing Committee, to work 
free-handed for reunion, T can only pray de- 
voutly that “the weaker brethren.” who alone 


are capable of such “cowardice.” may greatly 
increase and multiply. 
Pacc James Francis, S.A, 
St. Pauls Friary, Graymoor, Garrison, N.Y. 
March 12, 


VSP VEPEMENT FROM THE ANGLO-ROMAN 
UNTON. 
lo the Editor of Vik Laue: 

There has been se much misunderstanding and false 
report regarding the purpose of the Anglo-Roman Un 
ion that at the meeting held in’ New York City on May 
i, the following declaration was unanimously adopted 
is the basis upon which future action should be taken: 

(1) ‘The explicit belief in’ Nnglican orders and the 
entire lovalty of the “Union” to the Anglican Church 

(2) ‘That we believe the honer of Christ) and His 
Church requires us to work for the unity of the Body 
of Christ 

(3) And to this end our effort is to werk for the 

srporate reunion oof the  Nngliean Church with the 
\postolic See 

\veustine EiMeNnpbone, 
Secretary of the ALR. . 
Jersey City 


NEW POSTOPRFICE RULING APERCTING SUB 
SCRIBERS. 

Pun Lave probably has fewer delinquent subse rily 
ers, or those owing for past dues, than almost any 
other similar publication, but it has a few such sub 
seribers AH Subseribers to Tre Laue who are in ar 
rears, that is all whe are owing for back dues, are here 
by notified thet by the ediet of the postoffice depart 


ment they must expect their paper to be stopped un 


less they renew their subscription without delay 


CANON NIN 


Canon NEN, or rather its interpretation, is caus- 
ing something of a tempest. Things are being done, 
and with the sanetion of certain bishops, that cannot 
possibly come within the most liberal construction of 
the Canon. Tf they represented the intention of the 
General Convention, it) would be perfeetly clear that 
the Church has been surrendered to Protestantism, and 
submission to Rome, would be the only alternative for 
a veal Churchman But the Chureh has net) surrend- 
ered, and probably not one-fourth of those who voted 
for the amendment to the Canon, would sanction what 
has been done Radical men have only te) continue 


their present course to assure the prompt repeal of the 


Canon at the next General Convention Tet us not 
tear. Let ous possess our souls in patience. The faith- 
ful soldier will not relax vigilanee He will wateh for 
the advance of the enemy But at the same time he 


will trust in God that Hle will not forsake Tis Church 
He has preserved ber when things looked darker than 
they do now. Courage, confidence, and lovaltw, are the 
things that will count at) this tinne The Vortheast 
(Maine Diocesan Organ) 


\) well-informed man cannot resist’ the weight of 
historical evidence which establishes that in) the whole 
period of the four first ages of the Church the prin 
cypal points of the prapistiea! doetrines were already 
idinitted ino theory and in) practice Clibbon, the Wis 


forwe 


KALENDAR FOR JUNI 


1. St. dustin Martyr 


2 St. Pothinus, B. Blanding and Companions MM. 
> St. Boniface BOM 
i+. Watrrst spay 


Ss Monday in’ Whitsun Week 

” Puesdayv in’ Whitsun Week St. Coluniba Ab 

10. St. Margaret of Seotland @) W 

11 St. Barnabas Ap 

16. St. Nnthens of Padua ¢ 

it Trinity Sunday 

Is. Comets Crinist 

19. SS. Gervasius and Protasius MM 

1 Piret Sunday after Trinitu. St. Ntowsius Gonzaga 
4 

2) st. Alban M 

24 St. Etheldreda \ Nbibes Vigil 

MN Nativity of St. John Baptist 

% Prastoor vie Sscreo He aer 

Is Second Sunday after Trinitu St. Irenaeus BLM 

20, SS. Peter and Paul App 


3) Commemoration of St. Paul 
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AN OPEN LETTER ‘TO THE ANGLO 
ROMAN UNION. 
From Rev. Seexcen Jones, M.A. 
“Dr. Littledale’s Vost EB ifective Treatise 


Against: Rome.” 


We rubbed our eves in England, some of us, 
when we read the above words. They appeared 
in the course of a very amusing article (The 
Church Standard, Feb. 22nd.) entitled: “The 
Three Tailors of Tooley Street.” and marked 
in its beginning by what may be deseribed, with 
out offense, J hope, as very, gracious fooling. 
And as some of us at least, in the old country, 
desire to stand by our brothers in the new Twill 


But first TD will 


set down the opening passage in’ full: 


venture Upon some cone nts. 

“Tt is usually wise not to aid the efforts of 
those who seck notoriety. We are yt rhaps at 
fault, therefore, in dignifving by any notice in 
act of foolishness which hard 


We real 


ive that agitators thrive upon the notice taken 


these columms an 


ly deserves the space of a news item, 


of them, because thereby the public are the more 
easily hoodwinked into the belief that the move 
The report of the 
blank cartridge exploded a few days ago in New 


ment is real and significant, 


York follows so closely upon our articles upon 
‘Pro-Romanism’ 
ete.” 

*Pamiliar the 
mind: we picture the vain effort of the tail to 


wag the dow, and the 


that we venture, ete., 


Intwes oat ones AVIS to 


immortal self-conscious 
ness of the ‘three tailors’ who imagined they 
were the people of Englund. Phe most striking 
fact about this event is its supreme insignificance, 
There were only six clergymen present, not one 
of whom represents anything whatever to th 
Chureh at large. 
When we reeall the attention that 
paid to an event of such “supreme insignificance” 
handful of 
clergy and laity not like the “picked men of 
hin whe opposed Bill Ndrons at) Waterloo 


but gentlemen like 


has been 


it certainty is) striking: a mere 


Father Paul James Francis 
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who never had any influence in the field of home 
missions in days gone by, or any influence af 
terwards as Editor of Tue Lame! 

Certainly: as “tailors” they might 
the that the 
cloth at hisdisposal he will have a hard job to 
out the 


plating: or that if he succeeds so far, and with 


and yet 


warn writer of the article with 


eut “Catholic garments he is conten 


such an awkward customer, at the time, he will 
have to be constantly letting them out after 
“ ards, , 


While 


the dog, we poor Anglo-Romans can scarcely 


as regards the tail attempting to wag 


clain a monopoly here, 

After all. is not the picture of the Anglican 
the Protestant Episcopal Chareh 
telling all the rest of Christendom, both East 
“Catho 
licity.”” and why it is that the commas we sur 


Church or 
and West, what precisely is meant by 


round it with must always be inverted if they are 
not to be misunderstood is not all this remark 
ably suggestive of the “tail attempting to wag 
the dog?” AIL Anglicans are implicated in 
this difficulty. TE fear. and, no one gets out of it 
“Catholic but 


tailors’ are 


by proclaiming himself to be 
Roman’ the “three 


lonely as we some of us suppose: and, seriously. 


hot not so 
this somewhat vain attempt on the part of the 
writer to conéeal his uneasiness behind a forced 


sinile, will deceive ho one who lias eves to see 


into its proper signifieanee. Ino any case I 
shall address mivself rather to the genuine 


thought that lies behind than to the words which 
are put forward partly to conceal it: for after 
all, my quarrel and that of the “three tailors” 
is only with such misstatements and Inisrepre 
doubt but 


as constitute a serious barrier to 


sentations unintentional ne none 
the less renal 
that mutual onderstanding among all Chris 
tians whieh The Church Standard is as anxious 
to promote as we are. And if the writer of th 
article in question is content to remain in com 
Westminster 
Who has just informed his readers that the High 
Chareh clergy, of whom he himself was formerly 
one, 


munion with a certain Canon of 


are “plaving at being priests.” and with a 


certain prelate in’ England who formally and 
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spressly repudiates the principle of Apostolic 
Succession,’ —-if he is) content to be in) com- 
union with these, is it so very awful a pros- 
pect to him te look forward to a better under 
standing some day with the mother who bore 
him, or more particularly to actual communion 
with the Apostolic See ? 

Surely there shotld be room for “Christian 
men” outside the American pulpit) as well as 
within it. Meantime the writer who speaks to 
us so freely of the “faith and poliew™ of the 
Angliean Chureh, and the duty of every retin 
ionist to he true to it, seems to forget that this 
polity and this faith are the very points in dis 
pute today both in’ America and England. A 
writer in The Living Church makes a similar ce 
mand upon us when he says that the “ground 
can be paved on our side for eventual reunion 
only by men who are themselves sure of the 
\iglican position: as if every one agreed on 
our side as to what the Anglican position is. 
This is precisely the point: and what we say is, 
that unless you are prepared to surrender the 
principle of continuity with the Chureh in 
England before the Reformation vou must al 
low men to differ for the present on the subject 
of the Holy See: because it is a facet of history 
that the Church of England was in conscious 
dependence upon that See continuously up to the 
Reformation, and that this dependence was des 
treved by force and fraud on the part of the 
civil power in’ the century of the Reformation 
itself. 

Aocman who says frankly. “EP belong to a 
Chureh that had its beginning, in the reign of 
Henry, or of Elizabeth,—is properly called a 
Protestant: but if he insists on claiming his 
share in the pre-Reformation Church he must 
not pretend to ignore Rome. We must not glue 


our eves merely to the present because incon 


- venient faets are discovering themselves in the 


past. We are separated from Rome today not 
heeause the ancient Church of the country ask 
ed for the separation, but beeause its express 
Wishes were ignored and over-ridden. 


All this we have said at the outset in order 


to come to a better unde rstanding with our erit 


ics. ; 
And now in turning to Dr. Littledale we say 
atoonce that if anvone asks for a justifieation 
of the Roman Sehool and for the lines of inves 
tigation it is laying down for itself, one an 
ewer, although by no means the only answer, 
Appears in the fact thet acre presentative Chureh 


paper inthe twentieth century is still content 


ito quote that author as a safe authority on the 


subject of Rome. 

His “Plain Reasons,” are certainly reasons 
of which we have to complain, and no educated 
writer should commend his work without a esre 
ful study first of Father Ryder’s reply to it. 
And in case some iii still persuade themselves 
that Dr. Littledale’s treatise is unanswered and 
unanswerable, we shall set down a few pitssat ees, 
doing our utmost not to be unfair in our mien 
ner of quotation, or of the correction that we at 
tach to it: remembering that writers uiust be 
judged according: to the circumstances of ther 
times, and that errors which were exeusable in 
TSS# are scares ly to be excused in the more ad 


vanced stage of our knowledge today 
DR. LITTLEDALE AND THE PETRINE TENTS. 


1. Dr. Littledale. 

“The following Fathers explain the oc h to 
he Christ, or faith in Christ, and not St. Peter ; 
Origin: St. Hilary, Doctor: St. Chrysostom. 
Doctor: St. Isidore of Pelusinmi: St. Augustine, 
Doctor: St. Cyril of Alexandria, Doctors St 
Leo the Great, Pope and Doctor. St. Gregory 
the Great, Pope and Doctor: Venerable Bede: 
St. Gregory VIE, Pope’ (Plain Reasons, p. 
26. Carefully revised and much enlarged edi 


tion, ISS.) 
9 The Fathers, 


Origin: Soe whit is said by the Lord to that 


great foundation of the Chureh and most) solid 
rock upon which Christ founded Tis Chureh™ 
(in Bacel. Hom. ov. ne *) St. Hilary: "Oh. 
in thy designation by a new mame, happy foun 
dation of the Chureh and the Roek, worthy of 


the building which.was to unloosen the infer- 
nal laws” (in Matt. avi, 7). St. 
“When To name Peter To name that 
Rock, that firm foundation” (Hom. iii de Poen, 
n, #). 


St. Augustine, while preferring to interpret 


Chrysostom: 


unbroken 


the Rock of Christ, expressly says in one place: 

“Peter had confessed Tin 

in that confession died called the 

upon whieh "(Cin Ps, lriv). 
St. Cyril: Allusively to the mane from the 


rock, Hle changes his name to Peter: for on him 


Rock 


who 


Hle was about to found His Church” (in Joan. 
i. . 2). 

St. Leo the Great: "Ror thou art 
that is, whereas Tam the inviolable Rock 


vet thou also art a Rock, beenuse thou srt con 


Peter? 


solidated by My might that what things alone 
are Mine by My power, mis he common to thee 
by participation with Me” (Serm. IV. in Natal, 
Ord. c. 2). 
Thus six out 
Littlodsal 


of the ten Fathers whom Dr. 
ats saving that the “Rock” 
signifies “Christ. or faith in’ Christ and not 
St. Peter.” certainty explain the “Rock” to 


Inean St. Peter, even if in some instances they 


quotes 


say also that it) signifies “Christ.” or “faith in 
Christ.” 

As regards the remaining four the reader 
may be referred to Littledale’s own words (pp. 
96) and to Revel rs Comment (Catholic 
troversy, pp. 3, *). 


Con- 


We are not forgetting that one and the same 
writer gnay speak variously ino various places, 
nor are we lmputing intentional misrepresen 
Dr. Littledale, but) we 
well within the lines of truth when we say that 


tation to are speaking 
for him to lay down such a stutement without 
any clause te protect or qualify it is inaccurate 
and misleading. 


ANOTHER INSTANCE, 


Dr. Littledale. 
“st. Gregory, in’ fact, did not send out St. 
Augustine at all in the canonieal sense of mis 
ion. That) was 


done by his conseerator in 


@ 
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Gaul, Virgilius of Arles, and it would be to 
that See that jurisdiction on that ground, if 
vielded at all, would attach 
(Edit. 1884, p. 252). 
The Venerable Bede. 

Bede says: “Jucta quod jussa sancti Patris 
Gregorii acceperant™ (Hist. L. Te. 27). 

And Gregory himself says: “Data a me li- 
centia” (Epist. LVITIT) < and also in his orders 
“Your brotherhood 


over England” 


to Augustine lays down: 
will, moreover, have subject to you not only 
the bishops which you or the Bishop of York 
may ordain, but all the bishops of Britain, by 
authority of our God and Lord Jesus Christ.” 

Would what Littledale 
asserts the actual facts of the case as Bede and 


any one infer from 


Gregory themselves determine? Glance from 
Littledale to Bede and Gregory, and say. 
Plainly St. Augustine was sent by Gregory ; 
that is where his Mission came from: and when 
it was a question as to where he should seek 
consecration Gregory ordered him (jussa) to 
go to his (Gregory’s) Papal Vicar in Gaul 
(i. e., Virgilius) and to receive it. 
added the well known 
words of Gregory, as to the authority of the 
Apostolic See, “If any fault is found among 


And when to this is 


bishops .P know not any one who is not subject 
to it (the Apostolic See): but when no fault 
requires otherwise, all are ‘sceundum rationem 
humilitatis® equal” (Lib. iv, Ep. 59) it is plain 
that Littledale’s statement is as misleading in 
this instance as it was in the other. 


THE FORGED DECRETALS. 

A third instance: and in this case we shall 
set down the author’s words at the head and as 
a text, and leave Ryder'’s witnesses to make 
The date of the 
Forged Deeretals is, as nearly as possible, A. D. 
853: and Littledale lays down the following 
statement in reference to them. 

“The weakest plea of all is, that the English Church 
did, in’ fact, by various acts, accept and submit to the 
Papal authority. 


their own comments upon it, 


conclusive. 


at all it was in belief of 


To this three replies are 
First, so far as it was done 








On 


wen 
wk 

to 
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the genuineness of the False Deeretals, and of the 
binding character of the canon law based thereon, and 
“was procured by fraud, and void on that) ground” 
(p. 233, Ed. 1884). 

Now there are 250 years at least between the coming 
of Augustine (A. D. 597) and the Forged Decretals 
(\. D. 858), and we are left to infer from Littledale, 
that) Papal authority was not accepted by English 
Churchmen and by the English Church within those 
first 250) years. 

Let us see how far facts will bear him out here. 

Lingard: “Gregory the Great divided the 
Nngl 
(Pope) placed all) the Anglo-Saxon Churches under 


Saxon territory into two provinces; Vitalian 





the jurisdiction of Theodore; Agatho (Pope) limited 
the number of bishops to one metropolitan, and eleven 
suffragans; Leo TL established a second metropolitan 
it York; Adrian a third at) Lichfield, and confirmed 
to the Chureh of Canterbury that) preeedence of rank. 
or authority whieh it has since possessed dewn to the 
present day.” . 

Ryder himself: ‘At the Council of Cloves 
how, in 7H, Pope Zachary enforces the reformation of 
thuses under threat of excommunication.” 

St. Aldhelm (AL D. 709): “In vain of the 
Catholie faith do they vainly boast who follow not the 
teaching and rule of St. Peter. For the foundation of 
the Church and ground of the faith laid) primarily in 
Christ and then in’ Peter, unrocked by the stress of 
tempests, shall net waser, the Apostle so pronouncing 
(1 Cor. iii, 11); other fon: dation ne man can lay beside 


that which is laid, which is Jesus Christ... 

Bede (AL DL 755) savs of Pope Gregory: 
“And whereas he bore the Pontiticial power over all 
the world, and was pliced over the Churches already 
reduced to the faith of truth, he made our nation, till 
then given up te idels, the Church of Christ” (Ais. 
Kecles. Lib. ti, eV). 

Meuin (A, D. 798): “Lest he be found to 
be a schismatic or a non-Catholic, let him follow the 
ost approved authority of the Roman Chureh, that 
whenee we have received the seeds of the Catholie faith 
there we may find the exemplars of salvation, lest’ the 
members be severed from the bead, lest the key-bearer 
of the heavenly Kingdom exclude such as he shall 
recognise as alien from his teaching” (Hp. 75). 

Here are some witnesses, all falling within the first 
two hundred years of English Church history, and 
another fifty years had yet to elapse before the ap- 
pearance of the Forged Deeretals Hlow does Little- 
dale’s statement appear when confronted by them? 
His statement is simply untrue, and those who con- 


tinue to quote him, with the knowledge of the actual 


facts before them, are untrue likewise. 


We do not aceuse The Church Standard of this, but 
only oof putting too much faith in’ Littledale’s Plain 
Keasons, Nor do we insinuate that Littledale himself 
was dishonest All men are sulkjeet more or less to the 
conditions of the moment; and all along these years. 
fron IS70 te TS00, the Forged Deeretals were handed 
by the Anglican controversialist as something to con 
jure with Hlere was a ready-made answer to every 
comer; although nine out of ten, and perhaps even . 
larger proportion still talked glibly of what they had 
never seen or examined, ; 

And as the history of the Anglo-Saxen Church was 
only then beginning te be known through the researches 
of Dro Kemble, it was easy to fall into a mechanical 
habit of protesting that prior to the year A. D s50 
the Church in’ England was a national Chureh inde 
pendent of Rome, and that whereas at that point of 
time England was betraved into a condition of de 
pendence upon the Tloly See which continued for 
seme vears, up to the Reformation. The great) fraud 
was at length exposed and the Anglican Church re 
covered that early condition of independence which 
had always rightly been hers. 

this historical myth has been se effectually disposed 
of by the more recent school of Anglican Chureh his 
torinns that those whe persist in keeping up the old 
ery about the Forged Deeretals make themselves in 
the eves of these whe are up-to-date on the subject 
simply ridiculous, The editor of The Church Standard 
however is net one of these, for we reeall that) less 
than a vear age he said) (editerial, July 20, 1907): 
“Too much bas been made of the independence of the 
English Church during the intervening centuries (from 
597 te 1535) Whatever the origin of English Chri 
tianity for the greater part of that time Boghind was 
as truly, thengh net quite as abjectly, submissive te 


the authority of Reme as any other National Chureh” 


PWS AND THE VATICAN 
Virnsa, Nene 23 
Dr. Gnedemann, Chief Rabbi of Austria, delivered 


tochay in the principal nag to a crowded congre 





gation an address condemning ino severe fers a seer 
lege committed at the Pope's Faster Mass by three 
Viennese Jews The Chief Rabbi, whe spoke in’ the 
name of all the Rabbis of Austria, reminded his hear 
ers that the Jewish religion declares that) the pious 


souls of all peoples and creeds will share ‘eternal bliss 


Jew ire consequently hound by their own religion te 
treat all sacred ceremonies of other religions with pre 
found reverenc The irreverent conduct of members 


of +the Austrian Jewish community during the most 
svered act oof the Roman Catholic religion performed 
ly the Supreme Plead of the Roman Cathole Christen 
dom. his Plaliness the Pope, must) therefore he deeply 
deplored and most sharply condemned. Morning Post 
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EDITOR'S MALL BAG. 
ST. VINCENT PERRER AND THE [OLY SER. 


10 the Editor of Tur Lame: 

In your Mareh number Archdeacon Wirgman writes: 
“St. Vineent Ferrer, a canonized saint, lived and died 
out of communion with the Hloly See and in communion 
with the Anti-Pope.” 

Toam sure Arehdeacon) Wirgman and your readers 
will be glad to have the exact facts, even though they 
give no ground for the above statement. [will quote 
from St. Vineent Ferrer’s latest and most) trustworthy 


biographer, Pere Fages, O. P. 
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1. St. Vineent Ferrer was in communion with the | 


Benedict NITE; who 
appointed him Master of the Sacred Palace. 
, 


Spanish claimant to the Papaey 


cent was “in communion with the Anti-Pope” Chris- 
tendom was united in admitting that either Boniface IX 
or Benedict NPIL was Pope, but was divided in’ admit- 
It is enough to know 
Vineent Ferrer, St. Collette, the B. Peter of 
Luxemburg and the General of the Carthusians thought 
Benedict NITE the rightful Pope. 

3%. Mainly 


ting which of the two was Pope. 


that St 


through the influence of St. Vineent a 


It is perhaps untheological to say that St. Vine | 


conference was held at) Perpignan (1415-1t16, A. DL) | 


in the territory of the King of Aragon, the chief sup- | 


porter of Benedict. ‘There were present the Emperor, 
the King of Aragon, the King of Castile, ambassadors 
from the Council of Constance, the Kings of France, 
Pngland, of (the Bishop of Worcester), Hungary and 
Navarre. . 


1. After long negotiations the influence of St. Vin- | 


cent decided the King of Aragon to withdraw his sup- 
port from Benedict) NITT 
this step he stated publicly from the pulpit that “Ben- 


Whilst) urging the king to 


edict was the true Pope, but, because the papacy was 
a personal good, he ought to renounce it for the com- 
mon good” 

5. On Jan. 6, 1416, the solemn act of renouncing Ben- 
ediet NETL took place, in the presence of the King of Ar- 
agon, the Crown Prince and an immense crowd of people, 
As St. Vincent: Ferrer’s influence alone could have pre- 
vailed on these Spaniards to renounce the Spanish Pope, 
he was appointed to preach the preliminary sermon and 
read the act of renunciation 

The Schism was new at an end 


6. St. Vineent Ferrer gave his allegiance to Pope | 


Martin V, elected by the Council of Constance. 

St. Vineent died in full communion with the Holy 
See. 

There was no doubt that Benedict NITE was ai true 


bishop and it) is not certain that he was net the true | 


Pope. Yet St. Vincent renounced communion with bim 


UNUM SINT 


through communion with the Holy See. It would seem 
that far from supporting Archdeacon Wirgman’s po 
sition, St. Vineent’s action contains a true, if some 
what stern, moral to the divided Christendom of our 
day. 
Vincent McNasp, ©. P. 
“DISTINGUISHED CONVERTS TO ROME.” 

The Editor of ‘Tine Lame, 

Rev. and Dear Sir: Tread your interesting review 
of “Distinguished converts to Rome in’ America.” | 
was very much pleased with it, and Tam sure that you 
will not be displeased with me, if on several points, 1 
disagree with you. 

The author of this book gathered together in’ ten 
years the names of S000 converts; one Anglican bishop, 
$72 clergymen, 3 Jewish Rabbis, ete. 

Let me quote some of your comments: > 

“The wonder about this list is not that there hare 
heen so many distinguished converts to Rome in Ameri 
that there 
should wot hare been at least treenty or thirty times as 


ca, but that this list is so small 


many” 

Why should there be a great multitude of “distin 
guished” converts to Rome? Tlow many “distinguish 
ed” converts did) our Saviour make? The Pharisees 
said: “Plath any one of the rulers believed in) Him, or 
But this multitude that knoweth not 
the law, is aceursed.” (In. vii #8-$9.) 


of the Pharisees + 
Our Saviour’s 
converts were the common, not the distinguished people 
How many distinguished converts did— the 
make? 
St. Paul says: “Behold your calling, brethren, how 


Apostles 


that not many wise after the flesh, not many mighty. 
not many noble, are called.” (1 Cor. i 26.) 

Did not Jesus say: “LE thank Thee, O Father 
that ‘Thou didst hide these things from the wise and un 
derstanding, and didst reveal them unte babes.” (Mt 
xi 25. Ik. x 21.) 

We have more distinguished converts? in America 
alone, today than there were during the first century 
of Christianity. diven if we had not, what of it? we 
have the common people. Tf the Baptismal registers 
throughout the United States were examined, 1 think 
that it would be found, that about 90 per cent. of our 
Baptisms are those of Catholic children, and about 10 
per cent. Protestant adults, baptized either absolutely 
or conditionally. 

\t present we have about 50,000 converts every year, 
and will have, at this rate, a million in’ the United 
States every twenty vears. Some of our priests who 
have devoted themselves to the work of making converts 


If our 


bishops would ask each pastor to send in at the end of 


have a thousand or more each to their credit. 


each year the number of converts received, we would 


inorder to bring about the unien of Christendom | know the exact number, 
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When we take into account that there is a mission- 
ry army of over ten thousand Catholic peieele . ss 
most of whom are sealous to make converts.” 

Up to the present time, most of us have not been 
zealous in this respect. We have not sought converts. 
Our converts are Protestants who get up courage to 
come to our houses and say: T want to see one of the 
Most of us have 


given all our attention to our Catholic people, and have 


priests, Lk want to become a Catholic. 


done nothing for our Protestant neighbors, unless they 
came tous. 

Had Mr. O'Neill undertaken to compile a list of 
coueerts to the Episcopal Church in’ America during 
the past hundred wears we do not doubt he could hare 
made a far better showing than he tas for Rome, 

Why doesn’t some Episcopalian compile this list? Tt 
would do ne one any harm, and it might wake up some 
of us Catholic priests, 

Converts made from the Auglican and Protestant 
auks are counterbalanced many limes over hy the thous- 
mds who lapse from the practice of the Catholic re- 
dion every years” 


If se. is it net better for most of us, te devote all 





our time te “the lost) sheep?" 


of the Gentiles, and inte the city of the Samaritans 


ye not into the way 


enter ve not, but go ve rather to the lost sheep of the 
house of Israch” (Mt. x 3-fiy xw 28) 


THE REMEDY. 
What should Rome do to convert the non-Catholic 
majority of the American people to the faith and obs« 
Peter?” 


f would answer, by doing just what we are doing, 


dunce of the snecessars of St 
bout more of it. Let more priests devote themselves to 
the work of explaining Catholic doctrines and) practices 
fo Protestants. God's grace will do the rest, 

Ju our humble judgment the translation of the La- 
in Missal into’ Enalish and the ues of the vernacular 


toall popular services would do mare to win back the 


lnulo-Savon race to ite ancient attachment to the Moly 
See than any other one thing that Rome conld do” 

The Latin Missal has been translated into English, 
indomay be bought for 50 cents at any Catholic book 
tore Nbout ten or fifteen per cent, of our Catholic 
Hons use it, and a fraction of one per cent. of the Cath 
olic Taity; the vast majority prefer the Catholic prayer 
hooks, which contain a translation of the ordinary Mass, 
but not the prayers which change according to the sea 
When Tam present at) Mass ec le 
brated by another priest, Ponever use a book, TE prefer 


on-and the feasts 


» look and think of what is being done, and [notice 
That mans of the people de the same. At the end of 
Mass pravers are said in’ English throughout the Eng 
ish speaking world every day; at our evening devo 
' 


tons, the pravers, litanies, and of course all the ser 


thons and instructions are in English. What advantage 


aml what sense would there be in having Mass and the 
administration of the Sacraments in the vernacular? I 
If the Catholies of the United States 


were asked to vote and say whether they would rather 


can't see any. 


have the Mass said in’ English or in’ Latin, one in a 
thousand might say To would prefer it in’ English, the 
999 would say, To wish whatever the Chureh of God 
wishes. Before trying to reform the Church in this. re 
spect, let us try to find out if we ean, what Jesus thought 


of it. 


WHAT JESUS THOLGHT AND DID. 


During the Babylonian captivity, the Jews gradually 
lost their language; the few whe returned, spoke not 
Hebrew but) \ramaie. The common people were ig 
norant of pure THebrew, which henceforth became the 
language sof students and of the Synagogue” (Eder 
shein E&P. i. pe 10.) 

In the svnagegues in the time of Christ, the Law and 
the Prophets were first read in’ Hebrew, then a) trans 
lation or paraphrase was given in Nramaic, which was 
followed by a homily or sermon. (ef. Neh viii & 


) In our Catholic churches today, the Pi pisthe and 





Gospel are first read in’ Latin, then the priest reads a 
transhition in’ Pnglish, and then gives a homily or ser 
mon, 

Jesus attended the svnaygegue until Tle was) thirts 
vears of age, and week after week, aud year after vear, 
He listened to the Seriptures read ino a dead) lingnage 
When 
He began Tis public ministey, ond taught in the svn 
Ile 


brew, which the people did not understand. and after 


(Hebrew) whieh the people did) not understand 


agogue, Tle first read) the Seriptural passages it 


wards gave His translation and sermon. Did desis 
ever saya werd against the use of a dead language in 
the synagogue worship? No 

Do Protestants find fauit with Jesus for having used 
a dead language in the svnagegue? Do they find fault 
with Jesus and the Apostles for singing poatis at) the 
Last Supper (the first) Mass) in Hebrew. OME. xavi $0: 
Mk. xiv 26) which the twelve did not understand? De 
~Protestants blame the Jews of the present dav for ou 
ing Hebrew, whieh they de not voderstand, in their wor 
hip? Or the Bastern Churehes for ning aneent Cireek, 
and other dead languages in their liturgies’ Noo Why 
are Catholies alone bhaned for doing what was dene by 
Jesus, Tis 

(Aratnaic, the vernacular of Palestine in the tine of 


called Plebrew in the New “Testament, but 


\poostle . Jews and otivers: 


Christ, is 
this then living language, must not be confounded with 
the Hebrew of the Old) Testament.) 


wok used in Palestine 





Phe only praver and byron 
Hebrew Psalter, as for the 


the people never saw oor heard anything that was said 


was the Temple worship, 


or clones the Pernyple ven completely huicl the priests frown 


view, 
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Neither Christ, His \postles, Catholies, ancient here 
ties nor heretics of the Bast today, have ever shown 
my ansiety to have all religious services in the verna- 
cular. (What St. Paul savs in T Cor. xiv is not ad 
rem.) 

If the Church, to put a handful of Protestants in 
yood humor, would alter the ancient liturgies, she would 
alienate the whole Bastern world both Catholic and 
heretical 

Does the talk of our Protestant brethren about) the 
vernacular, spring from any great need, or does Tf not 
come rather, partly froma misunderstanding, and part 
Ivy from oa desire to find fault? 

Most of the Mass is said in’ a low tone, and even 
what is said ina louder tone is net distinetly heard, 
unless ino aosmall chapel Tf Low Mass were said) by 
four priests suecessively in Hebrew, Greek, Lating and 
Bnglish, if the ceremonies were the same, the people 
present probably would not notice the difference of 
language 

I think that the vernacular is as largely used in’ our 
eburches today as it was in Corinth, even after St. Paul 
had pot oan end te the confusion and had) the ehureh 
services conducted “in order” Cb Cor xiv WL) 

Most of the serviees that the people hear, and all 
that they read: in their praver books. is in Kogish; | 
have never heard a demand from our Catholics for more, 
ner from Protestant converts that PE have known, either 

What advantage would) there be in abolishing the 
three languages written on the Cross, in the daily repe 
titten of the Sacrifice of the Cross?’ Latin quotations 
tre plentiful in’ Protestant as in Catholic works; Latin 
inscriptions are put oom monnments and publie build 
ings, far oftener by Protestants than bw Catholies: the 
Palins and canticles have Latin tithes in Protestant 
praver books 

Phe worship oof the vernacular, is) found chiefly in 
controversial literature, and opposition te the anerent 
liturgies is manifested, only when there is question of 
there use by Catholies We wont all the people te sing, 
we want good) Baglish bvtwns. and good tunes ta ae 
company them. and we will weleome them. if they ar 
true, good, and beautifull no motter from what soures 
they come: but we do not wish to abolish CTiristion lit 
urgies, that have listed nearky two thousand years 

Bveryvthing said or sung at the first) Mass. the 
Supper, was netoin the vernacular, and it is) safe te 
say, that the whole Miss will never at any future time, 
be celebrated entirely ing the vernacular 

(rod is worshiped in the Catheolie Church today. in all 
the Languages of earth, why should Pe not be alse wor 
shiped= in that whieh desis ristualls spoke (Aramaic), 
in thatoof the infant church (Greek). in that of) the 
White robbed millions of martyrs Clodtin). whieh is alse 
that ot This Viewrs the Popes. almost from the begin 


meng, and will be until the end. More tongues praise 


Jesus in these linguayges today, than when He was alive, 
or in the days of His Apostles; these Languages are dead 
i far as commerce and meney making is concerned, 
but they are not dead, and cannot die in’ the living 
Chugch of the living God; in them she is praising Him 
it-every moment oof the day and night. As for Latin, 
it is the most universal language that the world has 
ever had, and never was so universal as it is today. In 
it, the Viear of God, is) continually speaking to) the 
whele world, and the next day, his words are translated 
into all the civilized languages of earth. What tong 
is there, in which the head of the Chureh, could so read 
ily speak to all its members? Latin is not dead, but 
living, in it daily are diseussed the weightiest questions 
that concern the welfare of the human race, both for 
time and eternitv. Will we consent to have this uni- 
versal living tongue die, which makes the whole world 

one, by ne longer using it in the liturgy? Never. 

J.P. Steatays, 
Rector of St. Peters Church, Poughkeepsie, N.Y 

—_———~ 

THE PRACTIOAL UNITY OF THE EAST AND WEST. 

Some vears ago LL received from His Grace Bishop 
Nicolaia very valuable book containing pictures of th 
Cathedral at) WKieff in’ Russia. This book being in’ the 
Russian binguage LT owas not able te understand, but 1 
could understand the pictures quite well and often use! 
it to teach my children the mysteries of the TLoly Faith 

Some vears titer when To started a night) school in 
liely ‘Trinity Church, San Francisco, TP was much grati 
fied to find reproductions of the same pictures in’ the 
hamd of one of our best pupils. 

I took this young ian te the President of the Stud 
ing Committee, who. in the absence of the Bishop wa 
by our Church biw recognized as the Eeelesiasticeal au 
thority and received his permission to use him in an at 
tempt to start a mission of the Holy Orthodox Chureh 
for the Japanese on the Pacifie Coast ins and around 
San Francisco. FE introduced him to the Reverend ba 
ther Sebastian, the -\bbet of the Ecclesiastical Senin 
ry Wha transmitted our request to Archbishop ‘Tiken 
Phe result was that we were told to take care of the 
Orthodox Japanese in San Francisca until seme definite 
retion could be taken by the Synod, 

Ilexry Scorr Jrrrenys, 
\ Priest and Curate of Saint) Francis in’ the Bast 
Tokve 

The Pope has written a personal letter te Bishop 
O'Dwyer, of Limerick, concurring fully in’ the latter’ 
contention that there is none of the errors of modern 
isin the writings of Cardinal Newman. 

\o geod intention with whieh to receive Holy Com 
rounien on St. Peter's Dav. or within the Oetave, would 
be the return oof the Anglican Chureh to communion 
with St. Peter's See, 





